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The movements of the post-war years -E. P. Thompson In Foster's theology of class struggle, while these movements were 'apparently just as revolutionary' as those that came later, the participants lacked the 'permanence of intellectual commitment' of the class-conscious revolutionary and fell victim instead to a variety of 'sectional false consciousnesses'. In other words, there cannot have been proper revolutionaries because capitalism was not yet developed enough to produce any. This is the condescension of posterity at its most posterior. 5 Foster's thesis collapsed when careful research by Michael Winstanley demonstrated that
Oldham's most uncompromising radicals were Cobbetite weavers and smallholders; 3 urban workers gravitated towards liberalism. 6 Foster's enduring contribution to labour history was to provoke Gareth Stedman Jones to a lengthy critical review and thence to his influential essay 'Rethinking Chartism' which reasserted the importance of politics in the study of popular movements. 7 The major study of post-war radicalism to date is John Belchem's Orator Hunt. It traces the emergence of the Chartist 'mass platform' strategy to the post-war years, particularly the radical reform movement of 1819 -the year of Peterloo.
Whilst maintaining the importance of class with a small 'c' in fuelling radicalism
Belchem emphasises the political element of English popular protest, arguing that 'the mass platform offered a powerful alternative to other patterns of collective violence: the unstructured, non-political violence or "turmoil", characteristic of preindustrial protest; and the elitist, spy-ridden "conspiracies" favoured by the revolutionary underground of the war years'. In 1816-17 he identifies intriguing links between ultra-radicals in London and disturbances in the provinces, but the 'hunger march' of the Blanketeers from Manchester and the subsequent risings are not the main subject of his inquiries. 8 The reform movement of 1817 may seem to have gone off in all directions like a cheap box of fireworks, but it had more underlying coherence than it has usually been given credit for. Radicals used mass petitioning on a national scale, backed by the threat of assembled numbers in both London and the provinces. They deployed historical and constitutional arguments of a kind later familiar to the Chartists, they assembled in a kind of national convention, and they moved rapidly from petitioning parliament through remonstrating with the crown to open insurgency. But, less accommodating to the progressive model of labour history, they showed as much interest in appealing to the crown as in petitioning parliament, they adopted a melodramatic model of confrontation with authority, and their favoured precedent was not the French revolution but the English rebellion of 1381 -the so-called 'peasants'
revolt'. If we want to understand where Chartism was coming from, we need to look again at post-war radicalism.
The wars of 1793-1815 should have been followed by peace, prosperity and reform.
In 1815-16 however a generation of war was followed by rapid demobilisation, economic slump, and the catastrophic 'lost summer' of 1816. The government's priorities were to repeal the wartime property tax and to protect agriculture through the corn laws -the hated 'bread tax'. The economic servitude of wartime, justified by national survival, was to be perpetuated. The radical analysis was political rather That when all the People cease to be represented, the Constitution is subverted:
That Taxation without Representation is a state of Slavery.
The petition went on to state the fear that 'unconstitutional Taxation may, in all time to come, be laid on to the utmost extent of human endurance … through the usurpation of a Borough faction.' Its solution was 'the election of a free Parliament', chosen through 'Representation co-extensive, at the least, with direct Taxation', equitably distributed and renewed annually. Cobbett who changed his mind, and the day was carried for Hunt and manhood suffrage. 26 The bill was triumphantly presented to the Commons at the end of January by Thomas Cochrane, a Nelsonian naval hero, along with a number of petitions for reform from various provincial communities. All were found objectionable, mostly on technical grounds of language or procedure, and left 'to lie on the table'. MPs' dismissive comments about the petitioners' ignorance of the correct modes of address were widely reported. The reformers' best efforts had failed; the House of Commons had refused to even acknowledge their right to petition it. 27 While in London, a number of provincial delegates discussed tactics with the Spencean ultra-radicals at a meeting described by Bamford in his memoirs. The
Home Office spies' reports indicate that 'delegates from the country' were present in a private room at the Cock Inn, Grafton St on 27 or 29 January, where they discussed co-ordinated risings on 10 February, the date on which the provincial meetings were to reconvene to receive the reports of their delegates. 
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The throne will always listen to petitions.
TYLER. King of England,
Petitioning for pity is most weak,
The sovereign people ought to demand justice….
The hour of retribution is at hand, And tyrants tremble -mark me, King of England.
As William Benbow told a meeting of 6-12,000 people of an imminent march on London.
He expected 20,000 to go and warned them that they would face resistance, Johnston explained the plan in Manchester:
Gentlemen, if you set out from Manchester in the way proposed, you will not get Gentlemen it would amount to an impossibility to bring anything to resist you … all the large towns are adopting the same plan. 39 Shortly afterwards Habeas Corpus was suspended and Johnston and other local leaders were either arrested or went underground. The outdoor meeting, as we have seen, they reconvened the following Monday, 10 March, to send a column of 'Blanketeers' to London to petition the Prince Regent. Addressing them as they set off, Samuel Drummond declared, 'We will let them see it is not riot and disturbance we want, it is bread we want and we will apply to our noble Prince as a child would to its Father for bread … so lawful & constitutional a proceeding'. 40 One of the arrested marchers recalled the words: 'They spoke from the stage that we must go to the Prince -We were to beg him as a father to give us bread'. 'They talked that the people must go to London to petition the Prince Regent for a reform for they were starving at home & could not get bread', said another. 'They said it was lawful', said a 13 third, a former 'seaman in His Majesty's service'. Samuel Bamford spoke to some of the marchers afterwards. 41 '"What would you really have done," I said to one of them, "supposing you had got to London?" "Done?" he replied, in surprise at the question; "why iv wee'd nobbo gett'n to Lunnun, we shud ha' tan th'nation, an' sattl't o'th dett."' 42 The confused series of attempted risings which followed were each aimed at securing a successful repeat of the Blanketeers' venture. On 11 March a minor Manchester radical named William Lomax was approached by a mysterious manprobably a spy -with a plan to 'make a Moscow of Manchester'. Agents sent to canvass the plans in Middleton and Oldham were denounced as spies, but the plan found enough support among the now-leaderless radicals to proceed to two secret delegate meetings in Middleton and nearby Chadderton. 43 The plan was to set fire to The authorities knew every detail of the conspiracy as it happened, for their own agents were at its heart. On Friday 28 March the conspirators were arrested in went back a long way. 48 Tumultuously exercised in the rebellions of 1381, 1450 and 1549, collective petitioning had established itself in the sixteenth century as an important form of political activity whose legitimacy could not be denied however much it worried government. 49 The Grand Remonstrance of 1641 had been a final warning to the throne which set out the grounds for resistance, and had succeeded in forcing a temporary settlement between crown and parliament. Petitioning at this level was not an alternative to rebellion but an essential stage in establishing the right to rebel -not the first resort, as it has become in the democratic age, but one of the last.
Whig contract theory of government depended upon occasional renewals of the contract, but writers were circumspect about how this might legitimately come about.
The issue of whether James II was actually overthrown in 1688 had been finessed at the time and fudged thereafter. But whatever the significance of the Glorious Revolution, the Hanoverian regime had been founded in 1714 not so much on the assertion of the Whig right to resistance but on the denial of the Jacobite right to This right was associated with the Whig contract theory of monarchy, which had been developed to defend the Glorious Revolution and the Hanoverian succession. 54 Several supposed assassins of George III were in fact frustrated petitioners who had somehow breached the barriers of protocol to make a despairing plea to the king in person. Petitioning the throne may have gained in legitimacy in the war years as the monarchy of George III sought successfully to put itself above party, adopting the Jacobite oak branch and embracing the old Jacobite 'patriot king' principle. He did so in alliance with an alternative candidate for the throne -the Prince of Wales -on whose behalf as Prince Regent Fox claimed full and undivided royal powers. 'Fox's instinctive populism and hostility to an oligarchic court were worthy of his Jacobite forenames,' writes Hilton.
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The tendency of contemporaries to get muddled up between Jacobites and Jacobins was more than just a Freudian slip. Paul Monod has argued that Jacobitism was not merely a dynastic cause but 'a morality play whose central theme was the perversion of justice by usurped power' and 'the last great effort to preserve a traditional political culture which united the elite and the common people'. Jacobitism may have died as serious politics in the mid-eighteenth century, but it connected with a deep-rooted, festive and theatrical political culture which was renovated by the Wilkites and passed on to future radical movements. 57 In Nicholas Rogers' phrase, Jacobitism provided 'an idiom of defiance'. 58 The French and Napoleonic wars saw battles over the meaning of patriotism, over the political status of urban communities, and over the right to festivity, paralleling the battle over the constitution. 59 The fall of Napoleon saw a chorus of radical writing endorsing, a little too loudly for comfort, the government's satisfaction at the fate of a tyrant at the hands of lovers of true liberty. Regent, and of Petitioning His Royal Highness at the same time to relieve them from certain grievances and distresses'. As they approached the capital, Sidmouth, the home secretary, sent out agents to intercept them and explain 'that altho' Individuals having Grievances to complain of, are permitted to Petition the Throne for Redress, the mode of doing so which they are pursuing is unconstitutional and illegal, that it cannot and will not be suffered'. The petitioners turned out to be 'not at all disposed to turbulence or misbehaviour of any kind'; some indeed had set out with the blessing of local land stewards and magistrates. Tired out after their long haul, they were satisfied to be paid off with money and the promise of sympathetic attention to their grievances. This perspective also helps to make sense of the Queen Caroline affair which blew up in 1820, after any remaining illusions about the Prince Regent were dispelled by his congratulations to the authorities after Peterloo. At a time when the Six Acts had recently banned all the main forms of popular political activity, the Queen Caroline affair offered another opportunity to restore the constitution through the agency of the monarchy by using the estranged Queen to 'storm the closet' on behalf not of an opposition faction but of the whole people. This was not necessarily an attack on the institution of monarchy any more than attacks on politicians were attacks on the institution of parliament. In a sense the Queen Caroline affair was the last hurrah of Jacobitism. Nelson. 'General Ludd was imagined', argues Navickas, 'because the increasingly radical-leaning general population was searching for a leader. In 1812 they were unable to find one locally or were unable to raise one themselves because of magistrate repression.' 82 Ned Ludd was the creation of a society which had been forcibly polarised in the 1790s and then mobilised in its own defence for the next twenty years, and which was (as Stuart Semmel puts it) 'royalist without being loyalist'. 
